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ABSTRACT 

This study examined whether the widely reported 
positive relation between "authoritative" parenting and adolescent 
adjustment is moderated by the ecological context in which 
adolescents live. A socioeconomically and ethnically diverse sample 
of approximately 10,000 high school students provided information 
about their parents 1 behavior and their family background and 
completed measures of four indicators of adjustment: school 
performance, self-reliance, psychological distress, and delinquency. 
The students were grouped into 16 ecological niches defined by 
ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and family structure, and analyses 
were conducted within each niche to contrast the adjustment scores of 
adolescents from authoritative versus nonauthoritative homes. 
Analyses indicated that the positive correlates of authoritative 
parenting transcended ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and family 
structure. Virtually regardless of their ethnicity, cJass, or 
parents 1 marital status, adolescents whose parents were accepting, 
firm, and democratic earned higher grades in school, were more 
self-reliant, reported less anxiety and depression, and were less 
likely to engage in delinquent behavior. (Author) 
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Abstract 

This study axaainas whathar tha vidaly raportad positiva 
ralation batwaan "authoritative* paranting and adolascant 
adjustment is moderated by tha acological contaxt in which 
adolascants liva. A socioeconomically and athnically diverse 
sampla of approximately 10,000 high school studants providad 
information about thair parents' bahavicr and thair family 
background and completed measures of four indicators of 
adjustment: school performance, self-reliance, s »ychological 
distress, and delinquency. The students were grouped into 16 
ecological niches defined by ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and 
family structure, and analyses were conducted within each niche 
to contrast the adjustment scores of adolescents from 
authoritative versus nonauthoritativa homes. Analyses indicate 
that the positive correlates of authoritative parenting transcend 
ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and family structure. Virtually 
regardless of their ethnicity, class, or parents' marital status, 
adolescents whose parents are accepting, firm, and democratic 
earn higher grades in school, are more self-reliant, report less 
anxiety and depression, and are less likely to engage in 
delinquent behavior. 
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Tha praaant atudy axtanda previoua work on tha relation 
between authoritative parenting and adolescent development and 
behavior (Donibusch et al., 1987; Steinberg, Elmen, & Mounts, 
1989). Authoritative parenting, initially described by Baumrind 
(1971; 1973» 1978), is characterized by high levels of 
responsiveness and high levels of demandingness . According to 
several comprehensive reviews, authoritative parenting, aa 
oppoaad to permissive (high in responsiveness, but low in 
demandingness) or authoritarian (high in demandingness, but low 
in responsiveness) parenting, is associated withVha development 
of competence in children and adolescents, virtually however 
indexed (Maccoby & Martin, 1983; Steinberg, in press). As these 
reviews have pointed out, however, nearly all research on 
authoritative parenting and its benefita has focused on white, 
middle-class families, and it is not Known whether theae aame 
parenting practices are equally advantageous among other groups 
of youngsters. In this study we examine whether the ecological 
context in which adolescents live - defined by their ethnicity, 
socioeconomic status, and family structure ~ moderatea the 
relation between parental authori tativeness and adolescent 
behavior and adjustment. 

The theoretical impetus for the present study comes mainly 
from the work of Bronfenbrenner (1979; 1986; 1989; Bronfenbrenner 
and Croutar, 1983), who has suggested that researchers pay more 
attention to "process-by-context interactions" — the ways in 
which developmental processes vary as a function of the broader 
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Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjustment 4 
context in which they occur. Although psychologists intereeted 
in socialisation have paid a good deal of attention to 
intrafamilial processes and their effecte on children's 
development, and sociologists interested in families have studied 
contextual differences in children's development and well-being, 
studies that look simultaneously at process and context are guite 
rare. Indeed, in most studies of soci ilisation processes, 
contextual factors, such as socioeconomic status or ethnicity, 
are treated as "nuisance" variables: sources of error which are 
held constant through selective sampling (typically, the selected 
group is white and middla-class) or statistical control. These 
studies may tell us how various socialisation techniques 
contribute to the child's development above and beyond the 
contribution of demographic factors, but they do not reveal 
whether the processes that are important in one context are 

equally so in others. 

There is good reason to believe that the effects of specific 
parenting practices on children's development may in fact be 
moderated by the larger context in which a child lives. In 
particular, one would hypothesize that the specific socialization 
technigues associated with healthy child development are those 
that are most consistent with the values and demands of broader 
environment in which the family lives. Prom this perspective, 
authoritative parenting, with its decidedly middle-class emphasis 
on democratic parent-child communication and the encouragement of 
autonomy (see Kohn, 1977) should most benefit children from 



9 

ERJC 



p 



Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjuataent 5 
aainatream, middle-claaa homee, whila ita poaitiva af facta may ba 
l«sa obvioua for childran from othar damographic groups. 
Converaely, although it is widaly hald that authoritarian 
paranting, with ita amphasis on obadianca to authority, haa 
dalataricua conaequences for tha child (Maccoby & Martin, 1983), 
ona might hypotheaize that this styla of paranting may hava fawar 
coata, and parhapa soma benefits, among minority and poor 
childran (aaa Baumrind, 1972; Baldwin 6 Baldwin, 1989). Foor and 
minority youngatera are more likely to live in relatively more 
dangerous environments than their white, middle-claaa peera, and 
they may benefit from levels of parental control that would 
appear exceaaively strict in other environmenta . 

The Dornbuech at al. (1987) atudy referenced earlier 
providea some aupport for the contention that authoritative 
parenting may be more effective in white householda than in 
othera, at leaat in the prediction of adolescenta' achool 
performance. The research examined adoleacent achool achievement 
and three indicea of parenting practicea — authoritative 
parenting, authoritarian parenting, and permissive parenting ~ 
in a sample of 8,000 students separated into four major ethnic 
groupa: African-American, Anglo-American, Aaian-American, and 
Hiapanic-American. Across the sample aa a whole, aa 
hypotheaized, parental authoritativeneaa waa aaaociated with 
higher gradea, and parental author itarianiam and permiaaiveneaa 
were aaaociated with lower gradea. When the sample waa 
diaaggregated into ethnic groups, however, the index of 



Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjustment 6 
author itetiveness was significantly predictive of achievement 
only among Anglo-American adolescents; the index was marginally 
predict iv* among Hispanic-American adolescents and not at all 
predictive in the Asian-American or African-American subsamples. 
The index of permissiveness was inversely related to grades among 
Anglo-American students, but unrelated to grades in the other 
groups. And the index of authoritarianism was negatively 
predictive of grades among Anglo-American and Asian-American 
students, but not among African-American or Hispanic-American 
youngsters. 1 The analyses controlled for the effects of 
socioeconomic status (indexed via parental education levels) and 

family structure. 

By the end of this decade, nearly one-third of all 
adolescents in the United States will be from African-American, 
Asian-American, or Hispanic-American families (Wetzel, 1987). In 
light of the changed and changing demography of youth, 
researchers can no longer afford to study socialization processes 
and outcomes solely within Anglo-American samples. Yet, despite 
an extensive literature documenting variations in parenting 
behaviors across cultural groups (Whiting 6 Whiting, 1975) , the 
Dornbusch et al. (1987) study is, as far as we can determine, the 
only attempt to date to look systematically at the way in which 
ethnicity moderates the effects of specific parenting practices 
on adolescent development (see Spencer & Dornbusch, in press) . 

The broader context in which a youngster lives is defined 
only in part by his or her ethnicity, of course, within ethnic 
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groupa thara ara aubatantial variationa in both family atructura 
and aocioaconoaic atatua, aach of which haa baan ahown to affact 
paranting practicaa (e.g., Bronfenbrenner, 1958; Dornbuach at 
al., 1985; Kaaa 6 Shipman, 1967; Hatharington , 1979; Kohn, 1977). 
Baeauaa tha Dornbuach at al. (1987) atudy uaad parantal aducation 
and faaily atructura aa covariataa, it did not permit an analyaia 
of tha moderating af facta of thaaa variablea, aithar aaparataly 
or in conjunction with ethnicity. In addition to our intereat in 
further examining the moderating impact of ethnicity or 
aocialisation outcomea, we aought in thia atudy to look at tha 
parallel effecta of aocioeconomic atatua and family atructura. 

Our operational izat ion of uuthoritativeneaa ia baaad on 
three dimenaiona of parenting: acceptance/ involvement, firm 
control, and paychological autonomy. In a previoua atudy of a 
sample of white, middle- and working-claaa adoleacenta, Steinberg 
et al. (1989) demonatrated that acoraa on each of thaaa three 
dimenaiona were aignificantly predictive of adolaacant achool 
performance. Given the apparent utility of thia model in 
predicting acadaaic achieveaent among "mainatreaa" adoleacenta, 
thaaa dimenaiona aeemed to be an appropriate place to begin the 
more ecologically aenaitive analyaea of the preaent atudy. 

In the preaent inveatigation, three demographic 
characteriatica — ethnicity, aocioaconoaic atatua, and faaily 
atructura — ware uaad to define a aeriea of 16 ecological 
"nichea". Rather than control for thaaa demographic variablea, 
we conducted aeparate analyses within «ch ecological niche in 
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Authoritative Parenting and Adoleecent Adjustment 8 
ordar to examine whether tha ralation batwaan authoritative 
paranting and adolaacant development ia comparable acroaa group., 
in order to extend thia inquiry beyond the prediction of achool 
performance, we examine the relation between parental 
authoritativeneaa and adolescent adjuatmant within four 
conceptually distinct domain, of adolaacant functioning: achool 
performance, paychoaocial maturity, paychological diatreaa, and 
behavior problama (aae Lamborn, Mounta, Steinberg, * Oornbuach, 
1989) . We predicted that the relation between authoritative 
parenting and theaa indices of adjuatmant would be etrongeet for 
adoleacenta from white, middle-claaa , intact familiaa and weaker 
for adoleacenta growing up in different aocial ecologiea. 

Method 

Sample 

The data for the preaant report come from two self-report 
queationnairaa adainiatered to approximately 10,000 ninth- 
through twelfth-grade atudenta attending one of nine high achools 
in Wisconsin and California. Tha achoola were selected to 
produce a diverae aampla in term, of ethnicity, family atructure, 
socioeconomic .tatu., and type of community (rural, .uburban, and 
urban) . In the .ample, 9 percent of the .tudent. are black, 14 
percent are A.ian, 12 percent are Hiapanic, and 60 percent are 
white (the remainder belong to a different ethnic group) . All of 
the atudenta in attendance on the day of teating were aakad to 
complete the queetionnairas, and completed queationnairaa ware 
obtained each time from approximately 80% of the sample. 
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Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjustnent 9 

Of interest in the present analyses are the demographic 
variables used to assign youngsters to the various ecological 
niches, the three parenting dimensions used to operational ire 
authoritative parenting, and our indices of adolescent 
adjustment. 

namoaraphlc variables . Students provided information on 
their parents' educational attainment, on their ethnic 
identification, and on their current family structure. 
a flfilfltfiflEflBlfi isatm was operational! zed in terms of the mean 
education level of the adults with whom the adolescent resided, 
and coded into two categories: working-class (less than college 
completion) and middle-class (college completion or higher) . 
Students provided information on their current fflBllV strUCtVJTi , 
which was used to group individuals into two categories: two- 
parent biologically-intact, and nonintact (primarily, adolescents 
living with a single mother or in a stepfamily) . 2 Students also 
provided information on their ethnic itV> which was used to 
categorize individuals into one of four major ethnic groups 
(African-American, Anglo-American, Asian-American, and Hispanic- 
American). 5 Ecological niches were formed by creating a 2 
(socioeconomic status) x 2 (family structure) x 4 (ethnicity) 
matrix and assigning students to one of the resulting 16 cells. 

Authoritative parenting . The queetionnaires contained many 
items on parenting practices that were taken or adapted from 
existing measures (e.g., Dornbusch et al., 1985; Patterson & 



ERIC 



10 



Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjustment 10 
Stouthamer-Loefcar, 1985; Rodgers, 1966) or davalopad for tha 
program of work. Baaed on the pr* ioua work of Steinberg et ml. 
(1989), a number of itema were aelected to correapond with the 
three dimenaiona o< authoritative parenting identified earlier, 
and theae were subjected to exploratory factor analyaea uaing an 
oblique rotation. Three factors emerged, corresponding to the 
dimenaiona of acceptance/ involvement, firm control, and 
paychological autonomy. These factora are identitical to thoae 
suggested in the earlier work of Schaefer (1965) and parallel, 
respectively, the Supportive Control, Assertive Control, and 
Directive/Conventional Control acales employed by Baumrind (in 
press) In her ongoing study of socialisation and adolescent 
competence. Factor analyses were repeated separately for the 
four ethnic groupa, and tha baaic structure was identical. 

The ftgfimtansj L involvement scale aeaaurea the extent to 
which the adoleacent perceives his or parenta as loving, 
reeponsive, and involved (sample item: "I can count on [them] to 
help me out if I have some kind of problem 1 *; 15 items, 
alpha-. 72). The control scale assesses parental monitoring 

and limit-setting (sample item: "flow much do your paranta try to 
know where you go at night? 1 *; 9 itama, alpha-. 76). The 
BgyjtofllflaifiaJ autonomy scale assesses the extent to which parents 
employ noncoercive, democratic discipline and encourage the 
adoleacent to expreaa individuality within the family (aample 
item, reveraed scored: "How often do your parents tell you that 
their ideaa are correct and that you should not question them"?; 
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12 itama, alpha-. 72). Composite acoraa vara calculated on aach of 
these dimenaiona. Correlations among the dimenaiona suggest that 
they are related but conceptually diatinct aspecta of parenting: 
(acceptance with firm control, £-.34; accaptance with 
paychological autonomy, £-.25; firm control with paychological 
autonomy, £—07). Ratability coefficiente for the three 
dimenaiona were alao calculated within each ecological group; the 
alpha coefficients are satisfactory across the 16 groups >ee 
Table 1) . 

Based on previous work and the theoretical model of 
authoritative parenting tested in this study, "authoritative- 
families were defined as those scoring above the sample median on 
acceptance/involvement, firm control, and paychological autonomy. 
Any family scoring below the sample median on UXSL of the three 
dimensions was classified aa "nonauthoritative". 4 The 
parcentagee of authoritative families, so defined, acroes the 16 
ecological groups, is presented in labia 1. In general (and 
coneiatent with previoue reaearch) , authoritativeness ia more 
common among middle-class than among working-class families; mora 
common among Anglo-American than among minority familiea; and 
more common among intact than among nonintact families. The 
highest proportion of authoritative familiee (25%) ie found in 
the Anglo-American, intact, middle-class group, whereas the 
lowest (6%) is found in the Asian-American, nonintact, working- 
class group. 
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Tabla 1 About Kara 



ftfl n1 t ,fi tr» adJmtMDfc . Four variabla. wara 

•alactad baaad on pravioua work linking thaaa aapacta of 
adolaacant adjuatmant to authoritativa paranting in Anglo- 
A»arican, middla-claaa, intact two-parant houaaholda (aaa Maccoby 
& Martin, 1983; Stainbarg, in praaa) . Our indax of achool 
parformanca was atudanta- salf-raportad grnH-im1nt-flYt»qi 
(CPA), «corad on a four-point-acala. Dombuach at al. (1987) 
hava raportad « corralation of .75 batwaan aalf-raportad gradaa 
and actual gradaa tajcan from official achool racorda. Wa indaxad 
paychoaocial maturity v:.a tha Ml f-rillMgi aubacala of tha 
Paychoaocial Maturity Invantory <For» 0; Greanbargar, Joaaalaon, 
Knarr, l Knerr, 1974, Graanbargar * Bond, 1986, alpha-.81). Our 
indax f paychological diatraaa comaa fro. a aariaa of ita»a from 
tha Cantar for Epidamiologic Studiaa Dapraaaion Scala (CES-D, 
Radloff, 1977), which wara uaad to fori an indax of piyntlQlM i Ca l 
dittrtM (anxiaty, dapra.aion, tanaion, fatigua, inaomnia, ate.) 
(alpha-.88). To axamina bahavior problama, adolaacanta- raporta 
on thair Iraquancy of involvamant in auch dalinquant activitiaa 
aa thaft, carrying a waapon, vandaliam, and uaing a phony X.O. 
wara uaad to for. an indax of rial InflWICY, alpha-. 82) (Gold, 
1980) . 

Maana and atandard daviation« for four outcoaa variablaa ara 
praaantad aaparataly for aach of tha aixtaan acological nicha. in 
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Table 2. 



Table 2 About Here 



pi an Q f Inalvais 

in order to examine tha relation batwaan authoritative 
parenting and the outcome aeaeuree of intereet, a aariea of 
planned t-teete were conducted within each ecological niche. In 
•ach contraet, the acorea of adoleacenta from authoritative 
houaaholda were compared with the acorea of adoleacenta from 
nonauthoritative houaaholda. In addition, an eatimation of the 
effect aise <£) for each contraet waa computed, following Roanow 
end Roaenthal (1988). Becauae the aample aise variaa 
conaiderably acroaa ecological groupa (and, conaequantly, the 
power to diacern differencea between adoleacenta from 
authoritative and nonauthoritative familiea variaa aa well) , 
examining affect site* in addition to tha aignificanca level, of 
the varioua contraata providea a more complete picture of the 
extent to which authoritative parenting ia advantageoua in 
different family ecologies. 

Results 

The results of the 64 contraata (4 outcome variablea acroaa 
16 ecological groups) are presented in Table 3. Forty of tha 64 
con-xaete are etatiet'.stically aignificant, mrh faVQK i ng 
nrt ff i-„.n*.« fr mi lattflEitmtiYJ tlflBml- compared with their 
counterpart, from nonauthoritative home., authoritatively-reared 
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Authoritative Parenting and Adolaacant Adjuetaent 14 
edoleecenta aam higher gradea in achool, are aore aelf -reliant, 
report leaa psychological diatreaa and are leaa involved in 
delinquent activity. Of the 24 contraata not reaching 
significance, fl" h«,». fchr.« are in the aYpartart fliriCtiQn. Moat 
of the effecta in Table 3 are between £-.1 and r-.2 ~ what moat 
experta would conaidar to be "small" effecta (Roaenthal & Roanow, 
1984) . 

Are the benafita of authoritative parenting greater in 
white, middle-claee, intact housaholda? Table 3 auggaata that 
thia queetion ia difficult to anawer. Significant differensea 
between youngatera from authoritative and nonauthoritative homea 
are moat n»mtitantlv observed among Anglo-American youngatera, 
middle-claee youngatera, and youngatera from intact houaeholda, 
aa hypotheaized. An inspection of magnitude of the effect aizee, 
however, indicatea that this pattern of differential aignificance 
may be due mainly to differences in our ability to detect 
comparable effecta in subsamples of different sizes. (For 
example, we have three times the power to detect an effect of .20 
in the subsample o' Anglo-American, middle-claee youngatera from 
intact homea (with an approximate M of 2,600) than we do to 
detect an effect of the same size within the aubaample of 
African-American, working-class youngatera from nonintact homea 
(with an approximate M of 200) [see Cohen, 1977, pp. 92-93)). We 
are eapecially hampered by the fact that in this caae the affect 
we are trying to detect is quite small, because the detection of 
small effecta requires relatively more statistical power. 
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indaad, thraa of tha groupe in which it appaara at firat glanca 
that authoritativanaaa ia not aapacially advantagaoua (African- 
Amarican, working-claae, intact; Aaian-American, working-claaa, 
nonintact; and Aaian-American, middle-claaa, nonintact) hava 
eubeamplee in tha praaant atudy whoaa sire may pracluda tha 
dataction of tha affact wa ara attempting te datact. 

In ordar to examine this issua furthar, wa carriad out poat- 
hoc analyaaa of tha hataroganaity of affact «i«aa acroaa tha 
acological nichaa (Roaenthal & Roanow, 1984). Thaaa analyaaa 
indicata that tha affact sizes ara homogeneoua for eel f -reliance, 
paychological distreas, and delinquency (for all three tfa, 
p>.10), but nst for grade-point-average (J£*(15)«28.76, p<.01). 
Further poat-hoc contrasts indicate that thia heterogeneity in 
the caae of grade-point-aver&ge ia due to the moderating effect 
of athnicity: The effect of parental author itativeneaa ou grade- 
point-average ia greater among Anglo-American adoleacenta than 
among African-American or Asian-American adoleacenta U-1.88, 
D<.05 and i-2.59, p<.005) . 



Table 3 About Here 



Discussion 

The reaulta of the present study provide evidence that the 
widely reported poaitive correlation between parental 
authoritativeneaa and adolescent adjustment appears to transcend 
ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and family structure. Virtually 
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regardless of their family background, adolaacanta whoaa paranta 
ara warm, firm, and democratic anjoy paychological and behavioral 
advantagee over their peere. Compared to their 
nonauthoritatively-reared counterparts, adolaacanta from 
authoritative homee generally do batter in school, are more self- 
reliant, report less paychological diatreaa, and engage in leas 
delinguent activity. Although further research is obviously 
needed, the notion that parental author itativeness is linked with 
healthy adolescent development may have what Weisz (1978) has 
called "transcontextual validity" — at least within the 
contemporary United States. 

Although one of the strengths of this study is its large and 
heterogeneous sample, the conclusions one can draw from the 
research are limited by its cross-sectional design and reliance 
o„ a «if-report data. Because the data are cross-sectional, it is 
impossible to say with any certainty that the parenting practices 
examined have in fact caused or even preceded the outcomes 
assessed. It could well be the case, for example, that well- 
adjusted adolescents elicit authoritativeness from their parents, 
or that less well-adjusted youth provoke parental neglect or 
hostility (see Lewis, 1981) . Although reverse causality can not 
be ruled out, other research employing similar measures has 
indicated that parental authoritativeness actually promotes 
competence among white, middle- and working-class young people 
(Steinberg at al., 1989). The correlational findings reported in 
this study indicate that longitudinal work on other populations 
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is indeed warranted . 

Our ralianea on eelf-report data is also a limiting factor. 
Bacausa tha data all dariva from youngsters' reports, we can only 
say that youngsters who characterize thai* parents in certain 
ways show particular patterns of behavior and psychological 
functioning. What this may indicate is that youngsters' 
subjective experience of parental behavior is an important 
influence on their own development and well-being. It is 
important to know, for methodological as well as theoretical 
reasons, whether parents' actual behavior toward their children 
is associated in similar ways with the outcomes assessed, and 
whether the association between parents' behavior and children's 
reports of parents' behavior varies as a function of ethnicity, 
class, or family structure. 

Although we acknowledge the important contribution that 
observational work on families has made to the study of 
adolescent development, we do not subscribe to the view that 
objective (i.e., independent) assessments of parenting behevior 
are the only, valid indicators of what takes place in the family 
(see also Jessor 6 Jessor, 1977, for a similar argument). 
Indeed, one might very reasonably argue that if a child 
experiences his parents as authoritative (regardless of how 
parents may characterize themselves, or how they mey appear to 
outside observers) , then this is what they in feet are, at least 
as far as the child's psychological development is concerned. 
Ultimately, one can only say that subjective and objective 
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assessments of parental behavior each provide an important window 
on the child's experience in the family, and that no one approach 
to the study of socialization is inherently superior to the 
other. 

The comparability of our results to findings reported by 
investigators using observational measures of parenting (e.g., 
Baumrind, in press) lends additional support to the contention 
that the self-report data used in this study have not resulted in 
unusual biases in the findings. Among other advantages, self- 
report measures enable investigators to include substantially 
larger samples in their research than is typically the case in 
observational studies, and, as we discuss below, larger samples 
permit the detection of theoretically important findings that may 
go umv ticed in smaller-scale research. 

Our findings indicate that the effects of authoritativeness , 
while statistically significant, are small in magnitude — at 
least according to statistical convention. Before dismissing 
these effects as too small to be of practical significance, 
however, a number of considerations must be raised. First, the 
nypothesis that adolescents raised in authoritative homes would 
score higher than their peers on the measures of adjustment was 
tested in an exceedingly conservative manner, since all families 
who did not meet the criteria for the authoritative 
classification were grouped together in the "nonauthoritative" 
group. This heterogeneous group contained families who scored 
above the sample median on two of the three parenting dimensions, 
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for example, and who tharafora may ba conaidarad ralativaly wall- 
functioning. Had wa contraatad adolaacants raiaad in 
authoritativa homaa with thair counterpart, from familiea acoring 
below the median on all three dimenaion* (or two of the three 
dimenaiona) , the obaerved effect si zee would likely have been 
larger. 

Second, whether we consider the obaerved effecta — however 
modeat — to be of practical significance ia, after all, a 
subjective matter. One way to gauge their real-world 
aignificance ia to generate a Binomial Effect Size Diaplay (BESD) 
(Roaenthal 6 Rubin, 1982). Thia procedure allowa one to better 
eatimate whether an obaerved difference between two group, is 
likely to have real-world significance. 

In the caae of grade-point -average, for example, auppoae we 
assume that a cut-off is used by educational practitioner, to 
distinguish between students whose grade, are "adequate" veraua 
"inadequate". (In practice, such a threahold might be uaed to 
make deciaiona about a student's track placement, or about 
whether a given atudent is admissable to a given univeraity.) 
Knowing the effect aize (£) permits us to estimate the percentage 
of students in each of the groups we are interested in (e.g., 
those from authoritative homes versua tho.e from nonauthoritativa 
homaa) falling above or below an eatabliahed threahold. 5 In the 
caae of Anglo-American, middle-claaa youngatera from intact 
homaa, the BESD indicates that 61% of youngsters from 
authoritative homea, but only 39% of youngsters from 
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nonauthoritativa hoaaa, would ba axpactad to exceed an 
eetabliahed cut-off. In contraat, in tha caaa of Aaian-Aaerican 
aiddle-ciaea youngatara from nonintact hoaaa tha percentagee of 
adolaaeanta abova tha cut-off from authoritativa varaua 
nonauthoritativa hoaaa ara virtually idantical (52% varaua 48%) . 
Parallal coaputationa can ba made in ordar to aatiaata tha 
practical aignificanca of tha affact aizaa obaarvad in tha 
analyaaa of aalf-ralianca (whara a cut-off aight dataraina' which 
youngatara vara aalactad for a job opportunity) , paychological 
diatraaa (w*-re a cut-off might ba uaad to dataraina which 
adolaaeanta vara rafarrad for traataant) , and dalinquancy (whara 
a cut-off aight dataraina how an adolaacant waa traatad within 
tha juvanila juatica ayataa) . 

Bayond thaaa practical conaidarationa, however, tha 
conaiatantly aaall affact aizaa raportad hara auggaat iaportant 
aathodological iaplications. Unf ortunataly , tha nawa ia not good 
for raaaarchara intaraatad in contraating aocialization 
coneequencee acroaa demographic groupe, ainca tha analyaaa 
indicata that ralativaly larga eawplee may ba naadad to uncovar 
what appaar to ba fairly modast, albait conaiatant, af facta. 
Futura raaaarch on paranting practicaa and adolaacant outcoaaa 
ahould anticipata thia problem and aalact aampla aizaa 
accordingly. 

Thua far, our diacuaaion haa focuaad on tha tranacontaxtual 
validity of authoritative paranting aa a predictor of adolaacant 
adjuataant. We auat note, however, that the relation between 
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authoritetiveness and school performance is greater among Anglo- 
American and Hispanic-American adolescents than among their 
African-American or Asian-American peers. Thi» finding 
replicates the Dombusch et al. (1987) study, in which the 
relation between authoritative parenting and students' grades was 
less consistent among African-American and Asian-American 
adolescents than among others. We do not know whether other 
models of parenting would be more predictive of school 
performance in these samples than was the model tested hers, in 
the present study, however, this differential pattern did not 
emerge in the prediction of the other outcome variables (i.e., 
authoritatively-reared African-American and Asian-American 
adolescents appear to enjoy advantages in the domains of 
psychosocial maturity, psychological distress, and behavior 
problems) , which suggests that the diminished predictive 
significance of parental authoritativeness among African-American 
and Asian-American youngsters may be limited to the domain of 
school performance. Further research, employing other outcomes 
in the cognitive and achievement domains, is needed. 
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Footnotes 

1. Authoritarianism was nagativaly ralatad to gradaa among 
Hispanic-American females, but not among Hispanic-American malaa. 

2. Unfortunately, it waa not poasibla to look at single- 
parant homos and stapfamilias saparataiy, bacausa of small call 
sizes within cartain athnic/socioaconomic groups. Givan pravioua 
findings suggasting that tha psychological functioning of 
adolascants from singla-parant homas is similar to that of 
adolascants from stapfamilias, with both groups dif faring from 
adolascants from two-parant, intact households (Furstenbarg, in 
prass) , wa grouped all adolascants from nonintact homas together 
for purposes of this paper. 

3. There were insufficient numbers of students in the 
American Indian, Middle Eastern, and Pacific Islander groups o 
conduct analyses; these students were dropped form the sample in 
the present investigation. 

4. This paper specifically examines differences between 
authoritative and nonauthoritative homes. We recognize that the 
nonauthoritative group includes a variety of family types, 
including authoritarian, indulgent, and neglectful families. 

5. Adding one-half of the effect size coefficient to .50 
gives us the percentage of the higher-scoring group who would be 
expected to exceed the threshold t subtracting one-half of the 
coefficient from .50 estimates the percentage of the lower- 
scoring group who would be expected to exceed the threshold. 
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BLACK, WORKING-CLASS, INTACT 
BLACK, WORKING-CLASS, NONINTACT 
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HISPANIC, WORKING-CLASS, INTACT 
HISPANIC, WORKING-CLASS, NONINTACT 
HISPANIC, MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT 
HISPANIC, MIDDLE-CLASS, NONINTACT 
ASIAN, WORKING-CLASS, INTACT 
ASIAN, WORKING-CLASS, NONINTACT 
ASIAN, MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT 
ASIAN, MIDDLE-CLASS, NONINTACT 
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Tabla 2 

n M r scam f»nri standard , n«viatlonal of Daoandant MtfllUrtl 
W ^»hin Baq h ESfilflfljgftl Nicha 
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Psychol • 
Diatraas 




ESOjttfl*"*! Nicha 
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Tabla 3 ( continued) 

Nonintact 

(224) AUTHORITATIVE 3.14*** 3.34**^ 2.50*** 1.08*** 
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Effect Size (r.) .20 .18 .11 -15 
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Tabla 3 (continued) 
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Tabla 3 


(continued) 
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